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31DEMOCRATIC SENATORSASK CLINTON TO DELAY DECISON
ON DEPLOYING NATIONAL MISSLE DEFENSE SYSTEM

(WASHINGTON, D.C.) — Senators Byron Dorgan (D-ND), Dick Durbin (D-IL) and 29 other
members of the United States Senate are writing President Clinton to urge delay in making adecision on
deployment of aNationd Missle Defense (NMD) system. Clinton has st this summer as adeadline for
making such adecison, but the senators say it is“too early” to make such adecison and they believe a
decison to deploy now “would imperil, not improve our nationa security.”

“The most recent test failure demongtrates thet it is too early to know whether deploying a cost-
effective NMD system will be possble in the near future and whether it will provide red protection againgt the
potentid threat from emerging nuclear powers,” the 31 senatorswrote in aletter to Clinton dated July 25.

“Asyou know, thereis growing skepticism within the scientific community about the technical
feasbility of the proposed system. A recent study by the Union of Concerned Scientistssand MIT hasraised
serious questions about whether it would be effective againgt even the fairly smple counter measures that
adversaries would be capable of devel oping. Furthermore, a group of 50 Nobel Laureates and the American
Physica Society, which represents 42,000 physicigts, have recently issued statements critical of making a
deployment decision before the system is adequately tested against redlistic counter measures.”

“We fear that a decision to deploy would imperil, not improve, our nationa security. Both Russaand
China have said they will respond with anew build up of their own nuclear forces. Furthermore, our dlies have
expressed grave concern about the impact deployment would have on internationa strategic stability.”

The 31 senators urged Clinton to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons by “continuing our arms
reduction agreements and by working aggressively to stop the spread of nuclear wegpons and missile
technology.” The dso urged Clinton to work to preserve the Anti-Bdligtic Missle (ABM) Treety.

In addition to Dorgan and Durbin, senators sgning the letter include: Daschle (D-SD), Reid (D-NV),
Mikulski (D-MD), Rockefdler (D-WVA), Levin (D-MI), Baucus (D-MT), Bingaman (D-NM), Boxer (D-
CA), Bryan (D-NV), Byrd (D-WVA), Cleland (D-GA), Dodd (D-CT), Feingold (D-WI), Feingtein (D-CA),
Harkin (D-1A), Johnson (D-SD), Kerrey (D-NE), Kerry (D-MA), Kennedy (D-MA), Lautenberg (D-NJ),
Leahy (D-VT), Moynihan (D-NY), Murray (D-WA), Reed (D-RI), Robb (VA), Sarbanes (D-MD),
Schumer (D-NY)), and Wellstone (D-MN) and Wyden (D-OR).
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Mnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

July 25, 2000

President William J. Clinton
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Up to now, you have set this summer as the deadline for announcing a decision on the
deployment of a National Missile Defense (NMD) system. We are writing to urge you to delay
such a decision and not to take any steps toward deployment at this time.

The most recent test failure demonstrates that it is too early to know whether deploying a cost-
effective NMD system will be possible in the near future and whether it will provide real
protection against the potential threat from emerging nuclear powers.

As you know, there is growing skepticism within the scientific community about the technical
feasibility of the proposed system. A recent study by the Union of Concerned Scientists and
MIT has raised serious questions about whether it would be effective against even the fairly
simple countermeasures that adversaries would be capable of developing. Furthermore, a group
of 50 Nobel Laureates and the American Physical Society, which represents 42,000 physicists,
have recently issued statements critical of making a deployment decision before the system is
adequately tested against realistic countermeasures.

We fear that a decision to deploy would imperil, not improve, our national security. Both Russia
and China have said they will respond with a new buildup of their own nuclear forces.
Furthermore, our allies have expressed grave concern about the impact deployment would have
on international strategic stability.

Mr. President, the most effective way to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons is by continuing
our arms reduction agreements and by working aggressively to stop the spread of nuclear
weapons and missile technology. We hope you will continue your efforts to preserve the ABM

treaty and resist pressure to deploy a national missile defense system at this time.

Sincerely,






